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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overHuss Jr. etal. 2003/0166349 A1 (Huss), in view of Clark et al. 5,453,016. 

Huss discloses an electrical connector for mounting on a circuit board, 
comprising: a dielectric housing; a plurality of first terminals(t) mounted on the 
housing and having circuit board press-fit portions (i) projecting therefrom; a 
plurality of second terminals (t)mounted on the housing and having circuit board 
press-fit portions projecting therefrom; a press-fitting block (51,52) engageable 
with the housing for press-fitting the first terminals into appropriate holes in the 
circuit board; and said press-fit portions of the second terminals being exposed 
exteriorly of the housing and the press-fitting block for locking engagement by an 
appropriate independent press-fitting jig for press-fitting the second terminals into 
appropriate holes in the circuit board. Huss does not disclose the press-fitting 
block (51 ,52) being locked (1 2-2,12-3) to the first terminals. However, Clark et al. 
disclose a press-fitting block (12) engageable with the housing and locked (12- 
2,12-3) to the first terminals. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill to modify the connector of Huss by providing the press-fitting block 
with locks to secure the terminals as taught by Clark et al. 

Regarding claim 2, said first and second terminals are arranged in parallel 
at different pitches. 

Regarding claim 3, Huss and Clark are silent regarding the intended use 
of the terminals being used as ground, signal or power terminals. However, since 
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the terminals are metal, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to use 
them for ground, signal or power terminals. 

Also, it has been held that a recitation with respect to the manner in which 
a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not differentiate the 
claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus satisfying the claimed structural 
limitations. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ 2d 1647 (1987). Apparatus claims must 
be structurally distinguishable from the prior art. While features of an apparatus 
may be recited either structurally or functionally, claims directed to an apparatus 
must be distinguished from the prior art in terms of structure rather than function. 
In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 1473, 1477-78, 44 USPQ2d 1429, 1431-32 (Fed. Cir. 
1997) (The absence of a disclosure in a prior art reference relating to function did 
not defeat the Board's finding of anticipation of claimed apparatus because the 
limitations at issue were found to be inherent in the prior art reference). 

Regarding claim 4, said press-fitting block has an abutment surface 
arranged (top surface) for engagement by the press-fitting jig (75), whereby the 
jig is effective to press fit the first terminals into the circuit board, through the 
press-fitting block, as the jig is press-fitting the second terminals into the board. 

Regarding claim 5, a press-fitting jig (75) having an abutment surface for 
engaging the abutment surface of the press-fitting block. 

Regarding claim 6, said first and second terminals are L- shaped with 
mounting legs mounted in the housing and generally right-angled legs including 
said press-fit portions. 
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Regarding claim 7, said first and second terminals have lock portions that 
are able to be engaged by the press-fitting block and the press-fitting jig. 

Regarding claim 8, said lock portions are adjacent to the press-fit portions 
of the respective terminals. 

Regarding claim 9, said first and second terminals are arranged in 
generally parallel rows. 

Regarding claim 10, Clark shows the terminals being offset from each 

other. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Briggitte R. Hammond whose telephone 
number is 571-272-2006. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.- 
Thurs. and Alternate Fridays from 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Renee Luebke can be reached on 571-272-2009. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Briggitte R. Hammond/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2833 

February 17, 2009 



